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COMMENTS OF MEREDITH CORPORATION

The Meredith quporation ("Meredith") hereby
comments on the Commission's Notice of Inquiry on Advanced
Television Systems, 2 FCC Rcd. 5125 (1987). Meredith, one
of the original petitioners seeking Commission
consideration, has been involved in this proceeding since
its inception. Meredith wholeheartedly agrees with and
supports the position taken by the Association of Maximum
Service Telecasters ("MST") in its comments in this
proceeding. Meredith, however, submits these comments in
order to emphasize the factors which are essential to the
continuing process of development and evaluation of advanced

television ("ATV") systems.

The development of high development television
("HDTV") and other ATV systems and their potential impact on
the continued viability and availability of local television

broadcast systems which provide free, universal local



broadcast service mandates full and comprehensive testing
and evaluation of these new and developing technologies. In
fact, a major industry effort is currently under way rapidly
yet thoroughly to develop, test and evaluate this new
technology in order to resolve the issues raised by the

Notice of Inquiry.

The issues raised by the Notice of Inquiry are
interrelated and must be considered together in order to
obtain accurate resolutions to the inquiry as a whole. 1In
particular, it is clear that a true evaluation of the
spectrum requirements cannot be adequately conducted until
additional system development is completed, performance and
feasibility tests on individual ATV systems are taken and
compared, interference protection criteria are developed for
each system, general standards are established and costs of
implementation are developed. Although these activities
have begun, it will take at least two to three years before

evaluation of these questions can be reached.

In the interim, there are a number of criteria
which should be used by the Commission, and the industry
generally, in the process of development and evaluation of

advanced television systems.

First, recent developments indicate that ATV

systems will require a band width wider than the 6 MHz



Channel currently authorized to local television
broadcasters and that current NTSC system receivers will be
technically incapable of receiving the ATV signal.
Alternative non-broadcast services, such as cable, video
disc, satellite and cassette, will be able to provide the
new high-quality service by using existing facilities. As a
result, local television broadcast stations will be held to
a higher standard. If the local television broadcast
station cannot provide high quality ATV services, it will be
unable adequately to compete with other video services and
risk becoming a second-class service. Broadcasters must
have the opportunity to implement an ATV system comparable
to, or competitive with, the services which will be made
available in the near future by alternative transmission
services. The ATV systems currently being developed reflect
needed improvements in horizontal and vertical resolution,
picture sharpness and color fidelity, aspect ratio, high

quality motion reproduction and compact disc quality sound.

Second, development of technology comparable with
existing NTSC receivers and channels is an essential
consideration in evaluating any ATV system. Absent such
compatibility, the NTSC receivers will be rendered obsolete
and the American consumers will face the loss of their $80
billion investment in such receivers. Compatibility with

the existing 6 MHz channels authorized to local television



broadcasters without altering the current frequency
allocation system is equally as important from the
perspective of the local television broadcasters facing the
demise or substantial degradation of the quality of the
service they provide in relation to the new services
becoming available. NTSC Receiver and Channel compatibility
should be sacrificed only if doing so would effectively
allow the development and implementation of a local
broadcast ATV system comparable in quality to service

available from non-broadcast media.

Furthermore, inter-service compatibility is an
important objective in ATV evaluation. Under the current
NTSC system this type of compatibility has led to increased
competition and a reduction in the cost of obtaining
programming. For example, cable systems rely on local
- broadcast signals and programming for their services. With
the new ATV systems, the alternative services, available to
the public only on a pay basis, have the capacity to provide
these advanced services where broadcasters currently do
not. The cost of conversion devices alone -- allowing
broadcasters to provide ATV Service -- would mean a
deprivation of service to some currently served consumers
unable to afford the cost of such devices. Conversion
devices could also cause a potential reduction in quality of

programming and obstructions to carriage generally. Thus,



inter-service compatibility would allow broadcast and non-
broadcast services to continue to provide consumers with the
quantity and scope of programming available with the NTSC

system.

Third, consideration at this time of the subsidiary
issues raised in the Notice of Inquiry, e.g., modification
of the NTSC standard, establishment of a standard for ATV
compatibility, the continued viability of UHF taboos,
trading of interference rights and spectrum requirements,
would be premature and ineffective. 1In order for evaluation
of these issues to be productive, their consideration must
be delayed pending development and evaluation of individual
ATV systems and their characteristics, since resolution of
these subsidiary issues will turn on the specific

characteristics of the systems developed.

Thus, Meredith Corporation strongly supports the
position of the Association of Maximum Service Telecasters
as set forth in its comments in this proceeding and urges
the Commission to consider the factors raised by MST and
emphasized herein in its analysis and evaluation with regard
to ATV systems and to refrain from any final analysis
pending the outcome of the current industry-wide
investigation and development of potentially viable ATV

systems which can be broadcast on currently authorized 6 MHz



channels and which are compatible with existing NTSC

receivers. Premature development of a final FCC position

could preclude local broadcasters from the opportunity to

implement competitive ATV systems which would, in turn,

cause wide spread harm to local broadcasters and the

American consumer.

Haley, Bader & Potts
2000 M Street, N.W.
Suite 600

Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 331-0606

November 18, 1987
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Respectfully submitted,

MEREDITH CORPORATION

By

Michael H. Bader
John Wells King
Kathleen Victory

Its Attorneys
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